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B. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Project Title and Applicant Name: Peytonia Slough Restoration Plan - Applicant is Suisun
Marsh Natural History Association (SMNHA) in association with National Grant Services (NGS).

Amount Requested: $995,243.00

C. Project Description and Ecological Objectives: Restoration, enhancement and long-term
management of a heterogeneous wetland ecosystem consisting of tidal perennial aquatic habitat
and saline emergent marshland at the north end of Peytonia Slough adjacent to the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Peytonia Slough Ecological Reserve. Primary ecological
objectives are:

. Re-establish the historic mix of wetland habitat types in the slough by removing fill

deposited from federal ship channel dredging in the 1940s; restore more natural tidal
influence and seasonal hydrological conditions.

. Provide expanded aquatic habitat for key fish species including Delta smelt, Splittail and
Longfin smelt.
. Provide expanded habitat for a range of marsh species including migratory birds, and

salt marsh harvest mouse.

° Significantly reduce the presence of invasive exotic plant species inthe marsh.
1. Statement of Problem
a. Problem

Existing Conditions - The slough ecosystem in the vicinity of the SMNHA Wildlife Center has a
long history of disturbance (Figures 1 and 2). Prior to 1943, much of the slough was filled for
upland development. Former aquatic habitat and saline marshlands were dredged for creation of
a ship channel and dredged spoils were deposited over project area marshland (SCFOSF
1989). Since that time, construction debris and additional dredged materials have been
deposited in various locations in the marsh and slough. Most of the remaining marshlands are
highly stressed due to highly-altered flow regimes caused by attenuation and blockage of tidal
flows from fill and spoil deposits. Indicators of stress include extensive zones of invasive exotic
plants (fennel, perennial pepperweed, yellow star thistle and giant reed), and the presence of
zones of low-saturated, sparse halophytes. The site has been given a high priority for marsh
restoration by Solano County (SCFOSF 1989).

In 1995, an approximate 2.52 acre portion of the original marsh was restored and enhanced as
off-site mitigation for wetland impacts elsewhere by the Suisun City RedevelopmentAgency (EP
Associates 1992). The mitigation also provided partial tidal flushing to an additional 2.4 acres of
existing marshland. Subsequent monitoring documented that the mitigation effort has




successfully re-established perennial tidal and saline marsh habitats (RMI 1997). Our proposal
to CALFED representsa continuation of this pilot restoration effort on a much larger scale.

Alteration of Flows - Levees, spoil disposal and drainage ditches have combined to
significantly alter the site's hydrology. With the exception of the newly-restored and enhanced
wetlands, the project site receives little tidal inflow. Existingwetlands are largely dependent on
localized surface runoff and infrequent tidal inundation during extremely high tides (>5.5 feet
NGVD). Lack of tidal prism and hydraulic head have prevented the formation of narrow first and
second order tidal channels that would serve to flush the site and provide important water bird
feeding habitat and juvenile habitat for fish.

The lack of tidal flushing also inhibits the export of litter and nutrients which would benefit detrital
and planktonic-basedfood chains in the adjacent slough ecosystem. In particular nutrient export
would benefit annual phytoplankton blooms associated with the entrapment zone in nearby
Suisun Bay (Arthur and Ball 1979; Peterson et al. 1975). Under the proposed project, fill will be
removed and the area re-graded to elevations suitable for re-establishment of target tidal
regimes. Tidal flow will be restored to the entire site through a dendritic network of created and
evolving channels.

Marshplain /solation - Fill and levees have served to physically isolate the site's remaining
wetlands from the adjacent Peytonia Slough. The combination of physical isolation and altered
hydrology has greatly reduced habitat quality for marsh-associated fauna. Feeding opportunities

for shorebirds (e.g., mudflats) and waterfowl (e.g., productive channel banks, partially vegetated
shorelines) are very limited.

Migration Barriers - Shallow, seasonally-inundated areas suitable as spawning and rearing
habitatfor fish.is inaccessible due to the physical barriers of fill and perimeter levees. Removal
of these barriers should promote access for spawning and juvenile rearing by

Sacramento splittail. Rearing habitat will also be providedfor Delta and Longfin smelt.

Invasive Exotic Plants - Much of the site's former wetlands are now dominated by dense
stands of fennel, yellow star thistle, Bermuda grass, perennial pepperweed, and giant reed.
Several individuals of mature tamarisk also occur. Removal d fill and restoration of tidal regimes
should eliminate suitable growing areas for most of these infestations. Additionally, long-term
managementwill include an exotic vegetation monitoringand control plan.

Land Use/Urbanization - Most of the northern reaches of Peytonia and Suisun Slough have
been converted to urban uses. The project site forms the southern boundary of the limits of
intensive urbanization by Suisun City. As such, it represents a high profile unit of the bay-delta
system where the benefits of ecological enhancement will be readily viewed by the public.. The
presence of the SMNHA Wildlife Center will allow for well-managed public viewing of the
restored marsh and will be an educational asset to local and regional school systems. Our
restoration plan will include interpretive facilities (boardwalk, signage, bird viewing structures
and Delta Interpretive Stations) to be operated and maintained by the SMNHA.




b. Concept Model

Proposed Restoration Approach: Our fundamental project approach is to promote a self-
sustaining marsh ecosystem through restoration of natural edaphic, topographic and tidal
conditions within areas that have beenfilled or otherwise disturbed. We will rely on natural biotic
and biological successional processes to promote gradual marsh regeneration, rather than
attempting to create an "instant marsh" through intensive planting and seeding. Primary
restoration methods will entail fill removal, regrading, native substrate restoration (where
needed), and excavation of second and third order tidal channels.

Based on our previous experience with marsh restoration at the site and elsewhere in the San
Francisco Bay region (RMI 1995,1996,1997), successful restoration design will be dependent on
understanding elevation/hydrology relationships to vegetation colonization and succession. To
that end, we will undertake hydrogeological and biological baseline studies within restored and
non-restored portions of the site to reliably predict marsh regeneration patterns under various
design alternatives. Alternatives and predicted outcomes will be reviewed with SMNHA and the

key state and federal agencies (CDFG, USFWS, Corps, EPA) and a final design alternative will
be selected.

Our fisheries biologist (Scott Cressey) will play an important role in wetland and design. Key
rearing and spawning habitat dimensions will be integrated into the overall design to minimize

c. Hypothesis beingtested

The site has already been demonstrated to be suitable for wetland restoration. The proposed
proiect represents a continuation of a recentlv completed restoration plan in which 2.52 acres of
perennial marsh and saline wetland habitat have been restored. Our fundamental restoration
technique (i.e., fill removal and grading to specified tidal range elevations) is well-founded in
experience from numerous other restoration projects. The more challenging aspect of our
restoration proposal will be to promote the development of a heterogeneous mix of marsh types
with long-term resilience. To accomplish this we will conduct additional site analysis in
combinationwith baseline and monitoring data from the completed restoration work as follows:

A site-specific model of the relationship of marsh elevations to vegetation types will be
prepared. The model will be based on existing topographic surveys and vegetation
mapping within random locations throughoutthe site.

o A hydraulic analysis of the site will predict tidal damping and flow velocities throughout
existing and proposed tidal channels under various design alternatives. Water surface
elevation height duration curves will be determined to identify potential extent of tidal
inundation. The potential for channel formation and migration will be determined based
on hydrogeomaorphicrelationships for water velocities and substrate characteristics.

The project site currently supports three stressed habitat types as follows: 1) fully isolated
seasonal marshes having no tidal connection, characterized by sparse halophytic wetland and
ruderal species (salt grass, pickleweed, sow thistle, bermuda grass, rabbitsfoot grass); 2)




partially isolated perennial marshes subject to extremely mutedtidal inflow, and characterized by
bulrush, cattails and other emergents; and 3) ruderal uplands consisting of invasive exotic and
annual grassland vegetation {e.g., fennel, yellow star thistle, wild oats, ripgut brome). Re-
introduction of tidal flow in combination with fill removal and the availability of hydrophytic plant
seed sources on-site will promote the re-establishment of the following habitats:

. Tidal Perennial Aquatic Habitat (Bulrush Series, as per Sawyer & Keeler-Wolf 1995) -
Approximately 5-8 acres of this habitat will be restored, depending on the final selected
restoration design. Based on results from the restoration work already completed on-site,
a rapid (2-4 years) colonization by the following species should occur: California bulrush,
alkali bulrush, Olney's bulrush and broadleaf cattail. This habitat type will probably be
associated with restoration elevations 0.5 foot or more below mean high water (MEIW).

. Saline Emergent Marshland (Saltgrass/Pickleweed Series, as per Sawer & Keeler-Wolf
1995) - Approximately 3-6 acres will be established. Based on completed restoration
results, this habitat type should occur from slightly below MHW to at least 1.5 feet above
MEIW. Dominant species will likely be saltgrass, pickleweed, fat hen, and brass buttons.

. Mudflats - This habitat type is expected to occur intermixed with tidal perennial aquatic
habitat on slightly higher elevations where frequent exposure at low tides is likely.
. Tidal Channels - One or more primary tidal channel will be excavated which should

allow the natural formation of shallow first and second order tidal channels throughout
the marsh. Natural erosion processes will create steep under-cut banks providing feeding
and cover habitatfor shorebirds and waterfowl and rearing habitat for juvenile fish.

d. Adaptive Management

The restored marsh shall be monitored for a minimum 5-year period following restoration, in
order to determine consistency with performance criteria. These criteria are designed to detect
ecosystem development trends (e.g., tidal channel geomorphology) toward increased resilience
and stability. This will allow annual management actions, as needed to incorporate refinements
learned from each year's monitoring, as well as adjustments in the monitoring design to better
detect ecosystem development processes.

The proposal is directly related to Goal 2 - Ecosystem Processes & Biotic Communities, Goal 4 -
Habitats, Goal 5 - Non-native Invasive Species and Goal 6 - Sediment & Water Quality.

e. Educational Objectives

Our intent is to expose the private and public sector about critical needs associated with the
Suisun Marsh and its' relationship with the entire Delta System. We will utilize handouts,
interpretive signage, a marshlands trail, staging area(s), Delta Interpretive Stations (elevated
viewing platforms) and hands-on displays at the Suisun Natural History Center.

Collaboration with local schools and colleges will create an atmosphere of learning and
involvement with our project development. The students, faculty and general public will be
involved in the process of the Suisun Marshes' historicaluse and associated problems.



The next phase of leaming will entail current and proposed remedial action. All parties involved
will achieve an understanding of active and restored biotic systems pertinentto the marsh.

2. Proposed Scope of Work
a Location andlor Geographic Boundaries of the Project

The proposed project is located in Solano County, immediately south of Suisun City at the
northern end of Suisun Bay. The surroundingwatershed drains to the Suisun Slough/Grizzly Bay
system. Geographic boundaries, encompass lands owned by the SMNHA (17.17 acres)
adjacentto the Peytonia Slough Ecological Reserve, managed by CDFG.

b. Approach

Our fundamental project approach is to promote a self-sustaining marsh ecosystem through
restorationof naturaltopographic, edaphic and tidal conditions within areas that were filled inthe
mid-1940s. Tasks are:

Task I:Baseline studies will expand an existing database from a smaller marsh restoration
plan previously completed on the site. This will allow us to develop a site-specific empirical
model of the relationships between topography, hydroperiod and vegetation colonization
patterns and to model site hydrogeomorphology. (Est. Completion Date = April-June, 2001)

Task 2 Alternative restoration designs will be analyzed with respectto engineering feasibility,
cost, consistency with environmental regulations, and attainment of biological goals.
(Completion Date — June-July, 2001)

Task 3 Draft and final master restoration plans shall be prepared based on the selected
alternative. Following federal/state agency review, a final plan will be prepared and

environmental documentation/regulatory approval completed as needed. (Completion Date —
June-December, 2001)

Task 4 A wetland mitigation bank will be established on the site. Mitigation bank payments
will reimburse CALFED for up to 45% of project funding, and will also fund a long term operating
endowmentfor the SMNHA Wildlife Center. We shall develop and seek approval for a mitigation

banking agreement in accordance with Corps/USFWS guidelines. (Establishment Date March,
2002)

Task 5: Implementation - Construction bids shall be solicited in February, 2002 and work will
be completed in the summer/ali, 2002. Monitoring will last a minimum of five years. We shall
prepare detailed engineering plans and specifications for project implementation. Through our
project engineer and biologists, we monitor all construction for consistency with the plans and
field modifications as needed. An earthmoving firm with experience in wetland construction will
be used. (completion of construction - October 2002)




c. Monitoring and Assessment Plans

Monitoring (see below) will be conductedfor a 5-year period following construction. Deliverables
will be (1) as-built plans and report following completion of restoration area construction; (2)
annual monitoring reports and mitigation bank accounting reports.

Vegetation Monitoring: We will employ monitoring methods that detect ecosystem
development trends characteristic of maintenance and resilience. Such trends may include
biomass productivity, soil organic matter accumulation, above ground hydrophytic phytomass.
Minimum threshold values for discrete performance criteria will also be monitored. These will
provide discrete measurements of habitat or community characteristics and constitute
“milestones” of achievement through the restoration process. Values that likely will be monitored
include percent wetland plant cover, species composition and hydrological regime. Reference
vegetation monitoring sites will be located in adjacent Peytonia Slough tidal marsh areas.

wildlife andFisheries Monitoring: Wildlife monitoring will focus on bird utilization and nesting in
the restoration area The ecological development of the mitigation site will be monitored using a
relative numbers index of species-use (species richness), species numbers (species diversity)
and species similarity indices plotted over time and compared to the reference site. Reference
site habitats will be chosen to approximate the structure and functions of the completed
development of the mitigation site. Avian counts will assess both species presence and
numbers. Relative values of species richness, species diversity, species frequency and species
similarity coefficients (Ludwig and Reynolds 1988) will be generated. As the wetland habitat
values develop on the site, some or all of these indices should begin to increase and converge
toward the values generated on the reference site over the course of the five year monitoring
horizon. All datawill be analyzed on a seasonal basis to reduce the influence of annual variation
due to seasonal migration. A plot of these values from the mitigation site at year five should
show a positive slope, and as such, the ecological development of the site can be inferred to be
converging toward an acceptablefinal habitat configuration.

A fisheries monitoring plan will be implemented to develop an index of population size and age
class structure in the marsh. Mark recapture or catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE) techniques will be
applied in concert with electrofishing of tidal channels. All monitoring work will be conducted in
accordance with USFWS protocols and the necessary endangered species permits will first be
obtained.

d. DataHandling and Storage

Data will be summarized and discussed in a baseline conditions report, as well as in the annual
and final reports. (2) AutoCAD-based vegetation and topographic maps in hard copy and
electronic formats will also be provided. Finally an electronic database in Microsoff Excel or
Access for all hydrologicaland biologicalwill be submitted.

e. Expected Products/Qutcomes




Expected deliverables are described above under each task and under the Monitoring Plan
discussion. The expected outcome is a fully restored, tidally-connected and self-sustaining
marsh ecosystem encompassing 11.4 acres, that will become an integral part of Peytonia
Slough.

f. Work Schedule

The proposedwork schedule is shown in Figure 3,
g. Feasibility

The site has already been demonstrated to be suitable for wetland restoration. The proposed
project represents a continuation of a recently completed restoration plan in which 2.52 acres of
perennial marsh and saline wetland habitat have been restored. Our fundamental restoration
technique (i.e., fill removal and grading to specified tidal range elevations) is well-founded in
experience from numerous other restoration projects. The more challenging aspect of our
restoration proposal will be to promote the development of a heterogeneous mix of marsh types
with long-term resilience. To accomplish this we will conduct additional site analysis in
combination with baseline and monitoring data from the completed restoration work, as
discussed above under “Hypothesis Being Tested.”

The project site is owned by the SMNHA which is a co-sponsor of this proposal. A portion of the
site’s wetlands have been successfully restored under Corps of Engineers Permit 19097E60. A
Corps of Engineerswetland jurisdictional determination was approved for the entire site as part
of that process. This determination will be updated as needed. Given the previous regulatory
approval and success of wetland restoration on the site, the proposed project has a strong
chance of being successful. The adjacent property owner (CDFG Peytonia Slough Preserve) is
satisfied with the results of the completed restoration on the site and will be regularly consulted
as part of the plan development process. The concept of establishing a wetland mitigation bank
for the site is consistent with Corps San Francisco District policy. Other key regulatory agencies

(USFWS, EPA, CDFG) are encouraging the establishment of mitigation banks (Federal Register
1995

D. Applicability to CALFED ERP Goals and Implementation Plan and CVPIA Priorities

1. ERP Goals and CVPIA Priorities

The project will have the following goals that are consistent with CALFED ERP Goals and
CVPIA Priorities:

Restore Altered Flows - Levees, spoil disposal and drainage ditches have combined to
significantly alter the site’s hydrology. With the exception of the newly-restored and enhanced
wetlands, the project site receives little tidal inflow. Existing wetlands are largely dependent on
localized surface runoff and infrequent tidal inundation during extremely high tides (>5.5 feet
NGVD). Lack of tidal prism and hydraulic head have prevented the formation of narrow first and




second order tidal channels that would serve to flush the site and provide important water bird
feeding habitatand juvenile habitat for fish.

The lack of tidal flushing also inhibits the export of litter and nutrients which would benefit detrital
and planktonic-based food chains in the adjacent slough ecosystem. In particular nutrient export
would benefit annual phytoplankton blooms associated with the entrapment zone in nearby
Suisun Bay (Arthur and Ball 1979; Peterson et al. 1975). Under the proposed project, fill will be
removed and the area re-graded to elevations suitable for re-establishment of target tidal

regimes. Tidal flow will be restored to the entire site through a dendritic network of created and
evolving channels.

Reduce Marshplain Isolation - Fill and levees have served to physically isolate the site’s
remaining wetlands from the adjacent Peytonia Slough. The combination of physical isolation
and altered hydrology has greatly reduced habitat quality for marsh-associated fauna. Feeding

opportunities for shorebirds (e.g., mudflats) and waterfowl (e.g., productive channel banks,
partially vegetated shorelines) are very limited.

Reduce Migration Barriers - Shallow, seasonally-inundated areas suitable as spawning and
rearing habitatfor fish is inaccessible due to the physical barriers of fill and perimeter levees.
Removal of these barriers should promote access for spawning and juvenile rearing by
Sacramento splittail. Rearing habitat will also be providedfor Delta and Longfin smelt.

Manage Invasive Exotic Plants - Much of the site’s former wetlands are now dominated by
dense stands of fennel, yellow star thistle, Bermuda grass, perennial peppetweed, and giant
reed. Several individuals of mature tamarisk also occur. Removal of fill and restoration of tidal
regimes should eliminate suitable growing areas for most of these infestations. Additionally,
long-term managementwill include an exotic vegetation monitoring and control plan.

Protect Natural Areas from Land Use/Urbanization Impacts - Most of the northern reaches of
Peytonia and Suisun Slough have been converted to urban uses. The project site forms the
southern boundary of the limits of intensive urbanization by Suisun City. AS such, it represents a
high profile unit of the bay-delta system where the benefits of ecological enhancement will be
readily viewed by the public. The presence of the SMNHA Wildlife Center will allow for well-
managed public viewing of the restored marsh and will be an educational asset to local and
regional school systems. Our restoration plan will include interpretive facilities (boardwalk,
signage, bird viewing structures)to be operated and maintained by the SMNHA.

2. Relationshipto Other Ecosystem Restoration Projects

The proposed project represents a continuation of a recently completed marsh restoration plan
inwhich 2.52 acres of perennial marsh and saline wetland habitat in Peytonia Slough have been
restored. Itwill contribute to CALFED’s overall goals and projects that will enhance and restore
the Suisun Marsh/Grizzly Island ecosystem complex.

3. Requestsfor Next-Phase Funding




We have not received funding for this project.
4. Previous Recipients of CALFED or CVPIA funding

The applicant has not been a recipient of previous CALFED or CVPIA funding

5. System-Wide Ecosystem Benefits

The projectis fully compatible with CALFED goals. It will provide substantial ecological benefits
to the Peytonia Slough ecosystem, and it will benefit priority species (Delta smelt, Spilittail,
migratory birds) and priority habitats (tidal perennial aquatic habitat, saline emergent marsh).

As discussed in ERP Goals and CVPIA Priorities, the project will restore altered flows, reduce
marshplain isolation, reduce migration barriers, manage invasive exotic plants and protect
natural areas from land use/urbanization impacts. With these restoration activities, a direct
benefitwill arise which will create cohesiveness with regional and delta wide ecosystems.

E. Qualifications

The Suisun Marsh Natural History Association (SMNHA) and National Grant Services (NGS) are
jointly proposingto implement the restoration the Peytonia Slough project. LSA Associates, Inc.
and its subcontractors will conduct all design, implementation and monitoring work. George
Molnar d LSA will oversee the activities o the biological, engineering, and planning staff. in
additionto LSA’s technical and management staff other participants in the restoration planning,
construction, and monitoring include Scott Cressey (fisheries), Andy Leahy, P.E. (civil
engineering) and Balance Hydrologics (hydrology).

George Molnar, LSA Project Manager is a wetlands ecologist who has designed and
implemented regional wetland restoration and management projects in California, Florida and
Arizona. His projects have included salt and seasonal wetland restoration along San Francisco
Bay, vernal pool creation and restoration projects on the Santa Rosa Plain and riparian
restoration projects in Central and Northern California. He has also established regional
mitigation banks that are currently restoring over 130,000 acres d wetland habitat. In
association with Everglades National Park, he pioneered an innovative wetland restoration
approach that is being used to restore over 5,000 acres of abandoned agricultural lands inside

the Park. He was also a co-founder of both the California and Florida Exotic Pest Plant
Councils.

LSA's Senior Wildlife Biologist, Steve Foreman, has led the development d major marsh
restoration and management plans in the Bay Area for projects including Baumberg Tract (850
acres), Roberts Landing (132 acres), Deep Water Slough Island/Pacific Shores Center (140
acres), Palm Tract Waterfowl Mitigation and Management Plan (1200 acres). He is currently
managinga multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan for Solano County. Mr. Foreman served as
a technical team member of the San Francisco Bay Ecosystems Goals Project Mammals,




Amphibian, Reptile, and Invertebrate (MARI) group.

Scott Cressey is Scott Cressey, is a certified fisheries scientist, with over 25 years of
professional experience in estuarine and freshwater fisheries biology and water quality studies.
Mr. Cressey has been the principal investigator for numerous aquatic studies in the San
Francisco Bay Estuary. He has been responsible for ten aquatic investigations in the
Sacramento\San Joaquin River Delta, and for anadromous salmonid investigations on dozens of
projects. During his previous fisheries studies in the Delta, he has assessed impacts to Delta
smelt, longfin smelt, Sacramento splittail, and chinook salmon. Mr. Cressey has also been

responsible for several ecological risk assessments for contaminated wetlands around San
Francisco Bay.

Duke Foster of NGS has over 30 years of public service administering a variety of resource
enhancement projects. He has extensive involvement with riparian restoration, stream and
channel modifications, wetlands acquisition/restoration, fisheries enhancements and wildlife
protectionfacquisition. NGS coordinates projectfacilitation with appropriate and pertinent project
staff at the site. Complete project administration, including fiscal control, is a process that NGS
excels infor total project control and completion.

Andrew Leahy, P.E. is a consulting civil engineer with more than twenty years experience in the
design and analysis of civil engineering improvements. Mr. Leahy has prepared engineering
designs and environmental analyses for a wide range o projects throughout California, with a focus
on stream restoration, wetlands enhancement and environmental mitigation. The scope of Mr.
Leahy's practice includes wetlands mitigation, stream stabilization, stormwater management,
habitat restoration, park development, roadway and earthwork design, water supply and
distribution, hydrology/water quality analyses, soils/geotechnical evaluations, assessment district
formation and all facets of civil engineeringdesign and plan preparation.

Balance Hydrologics, Inc. is a specialized firm, recognized as being a leader in the analysis of
wetland, channel and tidal dynamics. Balanced has expertise in a wide range of subjects with
special emphasis on the geomorphology and evolution of channel systems, hydraulics and
sediment transport in natural channels, as well as water and sediment quality. They follow a
problem-solving strategy that is based upon a focused technical approach allowing
consideration and integration of multiple technical issues that leads to a fundamental
understanding of the hydrologic and hydraulic setting of each project. This technical approach
includes, when suitable, the use of advanced technologies in monitoring and telemetry to
provide clients with accurate and efficient data collection.

Kimball |slandMitigation Bank, Sacramento County, CA (Greg DeYoung or Siteve forgan,
Wildlands Inc. 976-337-8870) . Developed hydrologic criteria for the restoration plan that
addressed channel stability and potential estuarine sedimentation or scouring at Kimball Island
near Antioch. This site is considered to be an ideal site for estuarine wetlands because the
“mixing zone” atthe confluence of the Sacramentoand San Joaquin Rivers is habitat for special-
status species, including both Delta smelt and chinook salmon. The study approach focused on
emulation of stable channels at the adjacent Sherman Island Wildlife Refuge, combined a
comparative analysis of channel changes visible in historic maps and aerial photographs, with
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field measurements of hydraulic geometry and velociiies in first-and second-order channels on
both islands.

Benicia Tidal Wetlands Enhancement, City of Benicia, California (Michael Alvarez, City of
Benicia Parks 8 Community Services, 707-746-4285). Provided hydrologic and geomorphic
studies to support effortsto increasetidal influences, promote the development of a natural tidal
channel morphology, and limit sedimentation problems. Key features of the projectincludedthe
needto accommodate the large quantities of woody debris that are associated with flood flows
leaving the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta and sensitivity to the possible presence of
hazardous materials associated with previous industrial uses at the site.

Baumberg Tract Restoration (Carl Wilcox, California Depariment of Fishand Game, 7329
Silvarado Trail, Napa, California 94558, 707/944-5500). Prepared a plan to restore the 850-
acre Baumberg Tract to salt marsh and seasonal wetlands in Hayward, California. Extensive

hydrological modeling is being conducted to predict tidal regimes under various design
alternatives.

Roberts Landing Wetland Mitigation and Enhancement Plan (John Hughes, Citation
Homes Central, Post Office Box 58177, Santa Clara, CA 95050-8771, 408/985-000).
Designed and is implemented a wetland mitigation plan that is restoring salt marsh in 136 acres
of a diked historic bayland in San Francisco Bay. The project involved extensive fill removal,
hydrological modeling and tidal channel construction, as well as habitat enhancement for
shorebirds and salt marsh harvest mouse.

Pacific Shores Center Wetland Enhancement and Mitigation Plan (Peter Brandon, Pacific
Shores Center, dba Kollinvestment Management, Three Embarcadero Center, Suite 980,
San Francisco, CA 94111, 415/772-5999). Designed a mitigation plan, currently undergoing
final regulatory approval, that restores and enhances a mosaic of habitat types (salt marsh, salt
pan, tidal channel and transitional uplands) on the nearby 140-acre Deepwater Slough Island
adjacent to the NationalWildlife Refuge. The plan is currently being constructed.

Burdell Ranch Wetland Conservation Bank (Mount Burdeli Enterprises, James McKenney,
880 Las Gallinas Avenue, Sen Rafael, CA 94903, 415 479-4053). Designed a wetland
conservation bank, and associated management plan and banking agreement, on 132 acres of
private land in northern Marin County that is currently under review by state and federal
regulatory agencies. The conservation bank is designed to restore and enhance perennial and
seasonal wetland functions and values to an area of diked historic baylands which have been
used for livestock grazing and dry-land agriculture for the last 100 years. The conservation bank
agreement provides the landowners an economically viable use of their lands while enhancing

the diversity, extent, and quality of wildlife and wetland habitats on these lands, as well as
adjacent state lands.

Richmond Parkway Wetland Mitigation Ffan and Permitting, 4991 - Present. Client
Contact Marilyn Williams Harang, Public Works Department, City of Richmond, CA (now
at Public Works Department, City of Redwood City, 6501780-7475). Prepared a tidal wetland
mitigation and monitoring plan, conducted wetland delineations and endangered species
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surveys, and obtained Corps and BCDC permits for this 7.3-mile roadway, which includes
bridges across two large creeks. The approved mitigation plan created/restored tidal salt marsh
suitable for clapper rails, black rails, and salt marsh harvest mice, all of which were resident in
the adjacent natural marsh.

F. Costs

1. Budget

A detailed project budget is provided in Tables 1-11. The total project budget, including
construction and five years of monitoring and maintenance is $995,243.00.

2. Cost-sharing

Cost-sharing will be accomplished through the proposed mitigation bank. Once approved and

operating successfully, the bank will provide a total of $342,000 in reimbursement funds to
CALFED.

G. Local Involvement
The following local entities will be involved or will benefit from this project:

. The City ofF Suisun, which has already used the site for off-site wetland mitigation
purposes, recognizes that Peylonia Slough and the greater Suisun Marsh ecosystem is
an invaluable natural asset (City of Suisun 1992). The restoration of the degraded
portions of Peytonia Slough adjacent to the city's historic downtown/waterfront area will
nicely complementthe city's on-going redevelopment efforts.

- The Peytonia Slough Ecological Reserve lies immediately adjacent to the project site.
The restoration of an 11.4 acre wetland with benefits for CALFED priority species will
clearly enhance the overall ecological value of the reserve. Moreover, it may be possible
in later years to extend the restoration effort to include an approximate 15 acre highly-
disturbedfill area located within the Peytonia Slough Reserve adjacent to the project site.

- The Suisun Marsh Protection District will benefit from the continued restoration of
Peytonia Slough which forms the northern limits of the District. The project area
represents "dead-end" slough habitat which has been identified by CALFED as a high

priority for improving spawning and rearing of sustainable fish populations (CALFED
1996).

. Local and regional schools already benefit from the environmental education
opportunities presented by the SMNHA Wildlife Rehabilitation Center. The proposed
project will enhance these benefits by improving available funding for the Center and by
greatly enhancing marsh and wildlife interpretive infrastructure at the site. Our project
planwill include improvedtrails, a boardwalk and interpretive signage.

12




. Opportunitiesfor birdwatching and nature study in the marsh will also be enhanced by
constructiond delta interpretive stations (elevated platforms) atthe project site.

H. Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions
Applicantwill comply with state and federal standard terms provided:

e Term of Contract: All parties reserve the right to adjust billing rates for project years
exceeding one year duration.

o All parties request a waiver of consequentialdamages as an additional condition.

o All parties requestthat any retention be paid upon submittal of final product deliverables.
¢ All parties requeststandard force majeure relief

I. Literature Cited

(Please see Appendix C)

J. Threshold Requirements

(Please see attachments)
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TABLE |. PROJECTBUDGET (2001) - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT ~LABOR
Molnar Foreman | Budelsky Schmoldt Kingma CAD Cerical SMNHAINGS
Direct Salary and Benefits $34.65 $41.51 $19.50 $20.74 $15.65 $22.96 $15.40 $32.50
Task 1: Baseline Stedies
14 Hydrolgical Analysis 4 4 0 (0] 0 0 0 0
1B: TopographicAnalysis 4 8 16 0 i 0 0 (0
j1C: Vegetation Analysis 16 4 24 0 16 0 0 0
10 Baseling Fepar Praparstion 24 8 24 0 16 24 8 9
Task 2: Alernative Pesigns | | l |
##.: Engineering Feasibility 4 4 aj i | 0 ol 0
#2: Hydrological Feasibility d 4 ] 0 0 ] w ol
3C: Biological Benefits Analysis B 8 24 16! 0 o a 0
20 Repord Preparation 16 8 24 1E-| ol Bl :] 0
Task 3: Restosation Plan |
3&: Dasign Aralysis 14 8 24 a 0 0 0 0
28 Design Drawings 8 0 16] 0 0 40 0 0
32 Pian Preparation 24 ﬁji 40 8 0 0 8 0
Al Agency Coordination 24 18| { ] 0 o B 0
3E: CEQANEPAES 40 8 Ly -] 8 8 [i] 0
Task 4 Wetland Mitigafion Bank i .
4A: Memorandumof Agreement 16 8 0, 0 o |:|: 0 0
4B: Management Plan 20 8 0 0 0 il 0 0
A0 Agancy Coondnation 24 4 0 0 0 o 0 0
40: Rieporting 16 4 0 0 0 [ 8 0
Task 5 Impbemantation & Monitoring
5A: ConstructionPlans and Specs 4 4 8 0 0 0 0 0
5B: ConstructionOversight& Monitoring 4 4 48 16 24 0 0 0
5C: Biological Enhancements 4 4 8 16 8 0 0 0
5D Maintenance 4 4 24 8 8 o} 0 0
5E: Monitoring Data Collection 8 0 70 g 24 al 0 0
55 Account Managameni 16| 0 0 ] 0 EII 8 0
5G; Reporting 40 8 40 B 8 24/ 8 0
Task 6: Coltaboration & Edtucation
6A: Program Development 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 160
6B: Program/Facilities Design 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30
8C: Fiscal Management 0 (0] 0 0 0 0 0 45
6D: Agency Coordination i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55
GE: Reparling - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50
Total Howrs 348 146 430 104 120 104 64 340
Subiotal Direct Labar $12,058 $6.060 $8.385 $2.157 $1.878 $2.388 $986 $11,050
Cregrhaad $22,742 $11.459 $15.265 $4.603 $5.322 $4.892 $1.894 $19.890
Sublotal Direct Labor & Owarhead $34.800 $17,520 $23.,650 $6.760 $7.200 $7.280 $2.880 $30,940
Total = £131,029|




TABLE 2. PROJECT BUDGET (2002) - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT = LABOR
Molnar Foreman Budelsky. Schmoldt Kingma CAD Cerlcal SMNHNNGS

Direct Salary and Benefits $36.38 $43.59 $20.48 $21.78 $16.43 $24.11 $16.17 $32.50
Task 5: Implementation &Monitoring

5A: Remedial Actions 16 12 16 0 8 0 0 0
5B: Exotic Vegetation Management 12 0 48 0 16 0 0 0
5C: Other Preserve Management 12 8 24 0 24 0 0 0
5D: Monitoring Data Collection 12 8 72 24 24 0 0 0
5G: Reporting 40 8 48 16 24 20 8 0
Task 6: Collaboration& Education

6B: Program/Facilities Design ] 0 0 ] 1] L] ]

6C: Fiscal Management L] ] a 1] 0 1] 0 40
6D: Agency Coordination 1] n ] 1] i) L] ] 44
|6E: Reporiing 0 0 1] 1] 0 ﬂi 0 B5
Total Hours 36 208 40 ] ?-DI i __205
Subtotal Direct Labor $3.347 51,569 $4,255 3BT §1.578 462 129 36,662
Orvarhigad 56,213 32067 575 31,850 4471 0EB 240 311,892
Subtotal Direct Labor & Overhead $9.660 #4526 2122 §2.730 56,045 21470 3378 318.654

Total = $55,488|




TABLE 3. PROJECT BUDGET (2003)- PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - LABOR

Molnar Foreman Budelsky Schmoldt Kinama CAD Cerlcal SMNHNNGS
Direct Salary and Benefits $38.12 $45.66 $21.45 $22.81 $17.22 $25.26 $16.94 $32.50
Task 5. Implementation & Monitoring
5A: Remedial Actions 8 4 8 0 8 0 0 0
5B: Exofic Vegetation Management 8 0 24 0 16 0 0 0
5C: Other Preserve Management 12 0 24 0 8 0 0 0
5D: Monitoring Data Collection 8 0] 72 24 24 0 0 0
5G:Reporting 24 4 40 16 8 12 8 0
Task 6: Collaboration & Education
6B: Agency Collaboration 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20
6C: Fiscal Management 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0 30
6E: Reporting 0 0 40
Total Hours 60 8 168 40 64 12 8 90
Subtotal Direct Labor $2.287 $365 $3.604 $913 $1.102 $303 $136 $2,925
Overhead $4.313 $691 $6.560 $1.947 $3,122 $621 $260 $5,265
Subtotal Direct Labor & Overhead $6.600 $1,056 $10.164 $2.860 $4,224 $924 $396 $8,190
Total = $34,414




TABLE 4. PROJECT BUDGET (2004) - PEYTONIASLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - LABOR

Molnar Foreman Budelsky Schmoldt Kingma CAD Cerical SMNHNNGS
Direct Salary and Benefits $39.85 $47.74 $22.43 $23.85 $18.00 $26.40 $17.71 $32.50
Task 5: Implementation & Monitoring
5A: Remedial Actions 0 0 8 0 0 0 [
5B: Exotic Vegetation Management 4 0 24 0 8 0 0 [
5C: Other Preserve Management 8 0 16 0 8 0 0 L
50: Monitoring Data Collection 8 0 72 24 24 0 0 L
5G: Reporting 16 4 40 8 8 a 8 0
Task 6: Collaboration & Education
6B:Agency Collaboration 0 0 0 0 0 0 20
6C: Fiscal Management 0 0 0 0 0 0 30
6E: Reporting 0 0 0 0 0 0 40
Total Hours 36 4 160 32 48 8 8 90
Subtotal Direct Labor $1,435 $191 $3,588 $763 $864 $211 $142 2,925
Overhead $2,705 $361 $6,532 $1,629 $2,448 $433 $272 5,265
Subtotal Direct Labor & Overhead $4.1401 $552 $10.1201 $2,392 $3,312| $6441 $4141 $8,190
Total = $29,764




TABLE 5. PROJECT BUDGET (2005) - PEYTONIASLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - LABOR

Molnar Foreman Budelskv Schmoldt Kinama CAD Cerical SMNHNNGS
Direct Salary and Benefits $41.58 $49.81 $23.40 $24.89 $18.78 $27.55 $18.48 $32.50
Task 5. Implementation & Monitoring
5A: Remedial Actions 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0
5B: Exotic Vegetation Management 4 0 24 0 8 0 0 0
5C: Other Preserve Management 8 0 16| 0 0 0 0 0
5D: Monitoring Data Collection 8 0 48 24 24 0 0 0
5G: Reporting 16 4 40 8 8 8 8 0
Task 6: Collaboration & Education
66: Agency Collaboration 0 0 0 0 0 0 20
6C: Fiscal Management 0 0 0 0 0 0 30
6E: Reporting 0 0 0 0 0 0 40
Total Hours 36 4 136 32 40 8 8 90
Subtotal Direct Labor $1.497 $199 $3,182 $796 $751 $220 $148 $2,925
Overhead $2.823 $377 $5.794 $1,699 $2,129 $452 $284 $5.265
Subtotal Direct Labor & Overhead $4.320 $576 $8,976 $2,496 $2,880 $672 $432 $8.190

TOTAL = $28,542




TABLE 6. PROJECT BUDGET (2006} - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - LABOR

Malnar Foreman Budalsky Schmoldt Kingma CAD Cerlcal EMNHA/NGS
Direct Sakary and Benefiis $43.31 851.89 52430 325.93 §15.58 F28.70 519.25 53250
Tagk 5: Implementation & Monitoring
5A: Remedial Actions i ] 8 i 1] i 1] i
5B: Exotic Vegetation Management a 1] 16 a a ] ] L]
5C: Other Preserve Management B Q 16 0y 1] 1] ] )]
50 Monitoring Data Collection 8 { 48 24 4 0 0 (1}
5(5: Reporfing 24 4 ik i) a 16 12 0
Task &: Collaboration & Education
6B Agency Collaborafion 0 0 0 0 0 0 30
£C: Fiscal Management 0 0 a ] o ] S0
BE: Reparting ol ﬂl 1] 0 0 an
Total Hours 40/ 4 162 a3 40 16 12 160
Subtotal Direct Labor 51,733 5208 33,705 5830 $783 J450 2N 55,200
Overhead £3,267 sagz 35 T45 1,770 §2.218 941/ F444 39,360
Subtotal Direct Labor & Ovarhead 55,000 &600 F10450 £2.,600 53,0008 21,400 75 $14,560)
TOTAL = £38,285)




TABLE I. PROMECT BUDGET [2004) - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - Subgoniracions & Exjenses

Subcorlraciors Cthar Digect Expanses
Balance &, Laahy- 8. Crassay Consiruction millaage i@ printing’ graphlcs flald
Hydrologics Englanarin Fieharias Subegniracior .32 wrlln copyin supphles ! equipmnt phonefiax mail
Task 1: Baseline Studies {
14 Hydrolpical Analysis 55,000 50 50 0 50 0 0 0 to 0
1B: Topographic Survey L] 50 b §a5.000 i75 50 0 0 0 £
15 Vegetalion Analysss 21 §0 50 50 -1 5o 50 &0 0 £
11k Baseine Rapart Preparaiian £ 500 {¥ L2 500 5 11 L2560 75 &0 100 240
Task & Alernathes Degigns
2A: EngineeringFeasibility 50 12,400 50 | 100 50 & 11 &0
2B: Hydrological Feasibility 54,500 20 30 # T b1 11 50 £ 3]
22! Binlpgical Banefils Analysis 5o &a 51,520 50 £0 20 50 50 1K B
30; Report Proparaticn 3500 §780 50 50 50 §250 st $0 50 §100
Task 3: Resloration Plan
3a: Design Analysis £2.500 ST80 0 $o 76 0 £a 50 g0 50
an; Design Deawings 0 1,200 i 1 L 7H 0 50 0 20 &0
3C: Flan Praparalion 52500 §0 £2 800 11] 1] £ §180 0 0 p2
A0: Agercy Coardinalian 30 £0 3850 )] 30 550 i 0 T 30
3E: CEQANERAEA 50 50 5250 L 1v] §18 5280 §h 3] £50 £8d
Task B2 Implomantation & Monitosing
&h: Consinaciion Plans and Specs L1 2,500 30 30 50 L] 550 L1 L] £
58 Earihwark ard Grading 5D &0 £0 L4237 26 S0 b1 1] £ b1 0
5 C Construction Oversight %0 $1,500 1 1] 5850 50/ L2 EiE0 LT £
5D: Biological Enhancements 0 £0 #1500 in L 575 o BT §0 £ 2]
5E: Mainienance g0 0 50 L1l §75 iP5 §0 5175 22 &
5F: Monitoring Data Collection 1] 30 52,500 50 £75 75 0 %175 14 1]
865: Reporting 2,000 51,008 81,5000 ) 50 £250 550 50 550 5150
Task & Collabosation & Education %0 0 1] s0) $a &0 § 11 0 i
Subtotyl Expenses 522,500 E11,B15 £16, 086 553|.5-ﬁ| &1 E24 31,581 2604 ITTE a3 §516
TOTAL= E5iE, 250




TABLE 8. PROJECT BUDGET {2002-2006) - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT. Subcontractors 8 Expenses

_ - Subcontractors Olher Ditect Expenses
- . Balance A. Leahy- S. Cressey Construction mileage @ printing! graphics field
Hydrologics Engineering Fisheries Subconlraclor 0.32/mile copying supplies equipment phoneffax mail

Task 5: Implementation & Monitoring

5A: Remedial Work $2.500 $2,500 $0 $12.500 $250 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

56: Exotic Vegetation Maintenance $0 $0 50 $0 $50 $0 $0 $300 $0 $0

5C: General Site Maintenance $0 $0 $0 50 $150] $0 50 $300 $0 $0

5D: Monitoring Data Collection $12,50( $0 524.000 $0 $950 50 $0 5150 $0 $0|

5G: Reporting $ $2,500 $3.000 $o $0) $1,400 $150 $0 5250 5250

Task 6. Collaboration & Education $0 $0

Subtotal Fxpenses $0 $5.7 $31.050 $14.374 $2.070 $1,610 $173 $363 $288 $288]
TOTAL = $76,465




TABLE 9. PROJECT BUDGET - PEYTONIASLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT - ADDITIONAL COST ITEM

Item Description

cost

SMNHA Wildlife Center Endowment | Seed money from CALFED for long-term
endowmentto cover Wildlfie center public
education and marsh wildlife rehabilitation
services. (Wetland mitigation bank will provide
endowmentfunds between 2002-2006.)

$12,500

TABLE 10, PROPOSED MITIGATION BANK INCOME AND REIMBURSEMENT SCHEDULE

Anticipated Per Acre Mitigation Fee

Mitigation Fee Distribution:
SMHNA Endowment
CALFED Reimbursement
Long-term Maintenance Fund
Mitigation Bank Administration/Operation
Anticipated Income Schedule by Year:
200t-2002
2003
2004
2005
2006

$65,000 per acre of mitigation credit for a total ¢
$741,000 for entire site.

$25,000 per acre for a total of $285,000
$30,000 per acre for a total of $342,000
$5,500 per acre for a total of $62,700
$500 per acre for a total of $5,700

$130,000
$130,000
$227,500
$195,000
$58.500




TABLE 11: PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY - PEYTONIA SLOUGH RESTORATION PROJECT -
TOTAL CALFED FUNDING REQUEST

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
LABOR $131.029 $55.488 $34.414 $29,764 $28,542 $38.285
EXPENSESANDSUBCONTRACTORS $586.256 $76.465 $0 $0 $0 $0
SMNHA ENDOWMENT SEED MONEY $15.000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
ANNUAL TOTALS $732,286] $131,953 $34.414 $29,764 $28,542 $38,285

TOTAL PROJECT =

$995,243
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Figure 3. Peytonia Slough Marsh Restoration Project - Project Timeline
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Figure 4. Peytonia Slough Restoration Project = Team Organization Chart

CALFED

Suisun Marsh Natural History
Association & National Grant
Services

Evaluation and Design Team:
Steve Foreman ,
LSA Wildlife Biologist -Team Leader

Don Schmoldt, Wildlife

Rachel Budelsky, Vegetation
Ecology

Scott Cressey, Fisheries
Balance Hydrologics, Hydrology
Andy Leahy, PE., Engineering
LSA CAD Services

Land Surveying Team

George Molnar
Wetland Ecologist

LSA Project Manager

Implementation Team:
George Molnar,
LSA Wetland Ecologist - Team

Leader

e Construction Contractor
Andy Leahy, Engineering
Monitoring

e Rachel Budelsky & Hope
Kingma, Biological Monitoring

Monitoring Team:

Rachel Budelsky,

LSA Plant Ecologist- Team
Leader

o Don Schmoldt, Wildlife
Hope Kingma, Vegetation

e Balance Hydrologics,
Hydrology, Sedimentation
and Erosion

e Scott Cressey, Fisheries
and Water Quality
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SUIsun Marsh
Natural History
Association

20 years!

The beginnings of the SMNHA and the
Wildlife Center were in 1975-76. when founders
Jan White, Jerry and Sandy Emanuelson began
to care for wildlife as an adjunct to the Fairfield
Humane Society. Sandy had been a State

were President Jan White, Janice Magee,
Rusty England. M. Clyde Low, iar.d:.-
Quintana. Dee Harlow, Sandy
Emanueison. DVM.

The first Wildlife Center facility was a

and

Humane Qficer _—mowis AT T - Crumbling wooden
sings 1963, and she 35 e e = house ar 524 Delaware
and Jerrv had run the “ao s =T Tn e e == St. in Fairfield. given
Contra Costd & ov i 2 ey by Solino Cohunty in
Humane Society. _o. —-rw-s¥ T = return for 2 humane
Wildlife seemed !ﬂi e = problem  animal
a narurai ourgrowth E_Ef'—"‘:-"" ;= trapping program.

of this  work. mwe—=7. Its amenities were

especially since there
was Nno existing way
of caring for wild
birds and animals "~
from Solano County.
Sandy and Jerry’s kitchen became the first
wildlife center, with Jan handling the arduous
tasks of transport and logistics.

In 1976 Sandy completed her veterinary
studies, and on June 21, 1977 the organization
was incorporated as Solano Count). Wildlife
Rescue Service - the first of three names to
come. Original Board of Directors members

“The Swsun Wildlife Center Complex & Marsh Restoranon

W non-existent to say the
« least. and started us on
a constant effort- of
building, repairing and
improving caging and
facilities that continues today. In 1973 our
name became more explanatory and more
independent as Wildlife Rehabilitation
Service. Inc.

For a short period we were forced to
operate without a memorandum of
understanding from the Calif. Dept. of Fish

.. Cxmvirned 0 pags 1




== 20" ANNIVERSARY

{f=in page 11

& Game, which seriously resuicted what we
were able to care for. A full permit was
restored on Feb. 8, 1982, a year in which our
name changed once more, to the Suisun
Marsh Natural History Association.

1982 also brought one of the most
difficult blows for the Association. when Dr.
Sandra Emanueison. DVM. founder. Board
member. and siaff veterinarian. died at 44 of
cancer. It was a loss from which we have
never truly recovered. We were, however,
fortunate in her successor. Dr. Steve Sanders
was Sandy's partner, and took over the vital
function of our veterinarian, in which capacity
he not only provides us with expert medical
care and advice but makes it possible for us
to obtain many of our needed supplies.

A grant proposal by Executive Director
Jan White enabled us in 1983 to begin
construction on the first set of public access
trails in the Suisun Marsh. These trails
greatly assisted us in the environmental
education program begun in 1978. and
numbering over 6.000 participants annually
by 1983. Asrhe Suisun Marsh is the primary
area of interpretation for our program. the
trails completion in 1984 filled a pressing
need.

Fundraisers were a major concern in

- ———
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1984 as always, and we added the series of
Rabies Clinics done in summer for Solano
County to our Crafis Faire held in September and
our Wildlife Walkathon. 1984 was almost over
when on November 8 the USS Puerto Rican
exploded off the coast loaded with oil and
additives. Over 600 birds were oiled and many
of our volunteers went to Fzer Cronkite to assisr
in the cieaning effort. .About 20 loons ana a few
grebes. scoters. and fulmars came to our center.
where warerbeds and a pool had to be provided
for them.

1985 was a watershed year for the
Association. Board President and Executive
Director Jan White began veterinary college at
UC Davis. and Education Director Monique
Liguori took over as Execurive Director. Land
acquisition and consguction funding efforts were
underway to build a new Wildlife Center, which
was badly needed as City construction projects
forced three moves in this year, including twice
in one month.

Fortunately, in 1986 the State Coastal
Conservancy granted funding for the land
acquisition. and with rhe addition of construction
funding :hrough Fish & Game from the
Environmenral License Plate Fund, we were
ready to begin. Programs were continued and
animals were ransferred to alternate facilities for
the short rime while we were without one. A
contractor was selected and construction began
at 1171 Kellogg St. Suisun. Many items were
solicited and volunteers and Board members did

much of the work o reduce costs.
CONRLE on page 3

YWolunteers are the Heart

of our success. If you are interested in
= helping our wildlife or

» teaChing others about nature
giveus acall.
Join the cause 11
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(from pagpe 3)

Director position. Having full-time Rehab
Directors has enabled us to greatly improve
both our volunteer training and care levels.

In 1992 an exciting newcomer to the
Board of Directors was Murual of Omaha’s
Wild Kingdom co-host Peter Gros. Board
members have contributed in great measure
to the success of the organization over the
years. Board member Lisa Burton created
one of our most popular fundraisers in 3993
with the Baby Animal Shower, held in May.
At this event we are able to show the public
how we care for some of the baby animals we
receive in large numbers in the spring and
summer months.

A big step forward took place in 1993 as
we undertook with the City of Suisun to
restore tidal marshland on Wildlife Center
property. Board President Jerry Emanuelson
worked with the City to create this mitigation
project. which now provides enhanced habitat
for wildlife and will be pan of our expanded
rails system. A large exercise flight aviary
for birds of prey was also completed in 1993.

The Association went on line in 1994
with Internet Web Pages. one of the first
wildlife centers to do so thanks to the work
of Board member Tim Liguori. Our over 40
web pages provide information on wildlife
rehabilitation. natural history subjects and
environmental education. An information
source and guide for the public, the pages
have been accessed by visitors from 27
countries, recognized by several rating
organizations and featured on KRON-TV,
Channel 4 in San Francisco. The Web Pages
also include our quarterly newsletter, the
Otter Charter. Find us at

http://community.net/marsh.

Peter Gros gave US a thrill in 1996 when
he agreed to perform at “An Evening With
Peter Gros” at the Fairfield Center for
Creative Arts. Peter brought film clips and

bloopers fram his ips for Mumal of Omaha,
and presented many live animals, including
a cheetah loaned by Marine World. It wes a
fun and informative evening for those lucky
enough to be there. and a kind and generous
gift of time from Peter.

Another boost for the organization
in1996 was the formation by Rehab Director
Dana Rice and Volunteer Coordinator Melody
Crinenden of Ollie‘s Angels, a comminee Of
volunteers with the goal of increasing
outreach to the public and raisinz awareness
of the Wildlife Center, which they have
already done in many ways. With Center
mascot Ollie the Otter (created by Board
member Lisa Burton), the comminee brings
information and fun to events all over Solano
County.

So now in 1997 we find ourselves at 20
years. Much has been done which is not
covered here. and much is still being done.
New education programs, new cages and
housing, fundraisers and special events
continue all the rime. The past 20 years has
been very exciting - and the furure looks even
more promising. Join us for the next:

20 gears!

The Otter
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Animal care began in the new facility in
1987, which we named on completion: the Sandra
Emanuelson DVM Memorial Wildlife Center.

[ts 2000 square feet with exam room.
predator and prey wards. isolation wards, kitchen,
utility rooms. water bird room. radiology.
pathology and Intern's residence. have been z
W ingg B | mamibecd and

3 =0

dream come rLa
volunteers cunsirgetd ¢ fares ourside aviar far
ducks. birds of prew aad other species,

Education prograins swwere continuing (o 2row
as facilities did. In 1986 grant funding was
applied for by Education Director Monique

Liguori and Fairfield- Suisun Mentor Teacher

Diana Nolan to provide Suisun Marsh
education to all third graders in the FFSS
School District.  New programs on
Hummingbirds, Jepson Prairie vernal pools,
and Rockville Hills Park were added. In 1988
the Suisun Marsh program was made pan of
the Fairfield-Suisun School Districr
curriculum for the rhird grades. Diana Nolan
also hciped in 1989 to create “Pennies For
Wildlife". a program where students can
contribute to Wildlife Center costs. Today. we
have surpassed 100.000 participants in our
environmental education programs.

1990 saw the departure of Jan White as
Board President and Jerry Emanuelson

P r—

Vacaville

1450 E. Monte Vista Rd. i

Ask for our 15%
Discount V.I.P. card

Cpen 2C hirs. a day.

The LOCAL MERCHANTS wha adverise | ,
in OUr newsletter assist us in
poducing this publication.

If you are interested in an advertisement plsass conmet | *

war 429-HAWK
WE WOULD LIKE TO ENCOURAGE our members

Lo suzpart our advertisers. They deserve our support !

assumed that position. Jan's manv
accomplishments in wildlife care and oil spill
work. as well as her work for the international
Wildlife Rehabilitation Council and many
ocher groups. have greatly benefited wildlife
rehabilitation as a field.

A new milestone was reached in 1991
wirh the first full-time Rehabilitation Director.
This provided badly needed supervision and
i continuiry for animal care at the Center. [n
August 1992, Board member and volunteer
Dana Rice took over the Rehabilitation

b= -rmirruad of pdrgs i




APPENDIX B
Summary of Project Benefits with Respect to Primary Stressors

Project Benefits

Stressor
Stressor 1: Stressor Stressor 3: Stressor 4: Invasive Stressor 5: Land Use-
Alteration of Flows 2:Marshplain Migration Barriers Exotic Plant Urbanization
Isolation Infestations

(Projecr will restore
tidal flushing 1o entire
sire.)

(All isolating
conditions on the sire

will be eliminated)

(Migrariotr barriers
into rhe marsh will

be rentoved)

(Removal of fill and
subsequent management
plan will control exotic
plants)

(Projecr will enhance
public accessfor wuire
study and marsh
viewing)

Restored and
mhanced habirarfor
nigrarory and
esident shorebirds,
vaterfowl and
vading birds.

Removal of fill will
promote priority
habitats for these
species {perennial
aquatic, saline
emergent marshland).

Access to restored
rnd existing habitats
will be improved,

Quality of existing and
restored habitat will be
enhanced and protected
through invasive exotic
vegetation management,

Historic wetlands
iadjacent to downtown
Suisun City will be
irestored.

testored and
nhanced habirarfor
alt marsh harvest
louse

iGrowth of pickleweed marsh will be

[promoted. Very large size of surrounding
imarsh should make site suitable for this

iSpecies.

pawning and
wenile habirarfor
acramenro splittail

‘Shallow tidal channels
and seasonally
inundated marshes
should provide good
habitat for this fish
species.

Fish migration into
and out of dead end
slough/marsh will he
enhanced




APPENDIX B
Summary of Project Benefits with Respect to Primary Stressors

Frajeet Denefits

Stressor
Stressor |: Stressor Stressor 3: Stressor 4: Invasive Stressor 5: Land Use-
Alteration of Flows 2:Marshplain Migration Barriers Exotic Plant Urbanization
Isolation Infestations

(Project will restore
tleled flreslidng fo entive
il

(AN isolating
connditionis ovr the sl
will e wlivmivscerel

[.We.l;mrr'.rm Ferrrives
LRy five merrzie seiil

e remoisl)

Juvenile habitatfor
Delta smelt and
Longfin smelt

Shallow tidal channels
and seasonally
inundated marshes
should provide good
habitat for these fish
species.

Access barriers Ctill)
for fish will be
removed. Access
into internal marsh
will be enhanced

( Mewmorverd nf filF aind
SBSEEUCHT RGP IR
I|'.||'.-:.u-: will comirod exofic
||'.lI':rJ?.|'.'.':|

(Project will enhance

public access for nature

sivly and marsh
viewing)

Enhanced detrital
and nutrient
exchange with
Peytonia Slough and
Grizzly Bay

improved tidal
flushing should allow
regular pulses of
detrital and nutrient
outflow.




APPENDIX B

Summary of Project Benefits with Respect to Primary Stressors

Project Benefits

Stressor
Stressor 1: Stressor Stressor 3: Stressor 4: Invasive Stressor 5: Land Use-
Alteration of Flows 2:Marshplain Migration Barriers | Exotic Plant Urbanization
Isolation Infestations

(Project will restore
tidal flushing to entire
sire.)

(All isolating

conditions on the sire
will be eliminated)

into ifie marsh will
be removed)

(Migration barriers

(Removal o jill and
subsequent management
plan will control exotic

plants)

Enhanced marsh
interpretive benefits
‘o Thepublic

(Project will enhance
public access for nature
study and marsh
viewing)

An interpretive
infrastructure will be
constructed. Proximity
to Suisun City and
association with the
Wildlife center will
provide a high profile
project for CALFED.

Inhanced long-term
narsh management

Improved habitat will benefit the adjacent
CDFG Peytonia Slough Ecological Preserve
and the greater Suisun Marsh Protection

District.

Inwvasive exolic species
will be eliminated from
much of the site.




droject Benefits

[Froject will restore
tidal lashing 1o emive
siey

(Al lselaning
covrtitions on fhe sine
waill B efineivneniecd)

(Migration barriers
into the marsh will
be removed)

Long-term source oF
JSunding for
rehabiliration of
marsh wildlfe

(fl."r.lrr.l..lm.-.l' .-:,I'_Il'iH cirel
.'n'Ju'.I':.!.mljf.!-re'Jr.r AHERTE TR
Pl Wil cogrod exorie

Flenns)

= S ey
APPENDIX B “
Summary of Project Benefits with Respect to Primary Stressors
—— T =T — T e— ——————F T = mﬂ=#
r Stressor
Stressor |I: Stressor l Stressor 3: Stressor 4: Invasive Stressor 5: Land Use-
Alteration of Flows 2:Marshplain '| Migration Barriers Exotic Plant Urbanization
Isolation i Infestations

(Project will enhance
public access for nature
gty and wiersh
viewing)

Mitigation bank will
provide endowment for
SMNHA Wildlife
Center, which provides
environmental education
and wildlife
rehabilitation benefits to
the public.
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N.ﬁtiuﬁal Grant Services

Partners in Project Funding & Development

City of Suisun May 10,2000
Planning Department

701 Civic Center

Suisun, CA 94585

Towhom it may concem:

The Suisun MarshNatural History Association, National Grant Services and LSA
Associates, Inc. are proposing restorationto the Peytonia Slough. The followingis an
over view ofthe proposal being sent to Calfed for potential funding.

Project Description and Ecological Objectives: Restoration,enhancement and long-

term management of a heterogeneous wetland ecosystem consisting of tidal perennial
aguatic habitat and saline emergent marshland at the north end of Peytonia Slough
adjacent to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Peytonia Slough
Ecological Reserve. Primary ecological objectives are:

o Re-establish the historic mix of wetland habitat types in the slough by removing

fill deposited from federal ship channel dredging in the 1940s; restore more
natural tidal influence and seasonal hydrological conditions.

° Provide expanded aquatic habitat for key fish species including Delta smelt,
Splittail and Longfin smelt.

o Provide expanded habitatfor a range of marsh species including migratory birds,
and salt marsh harvest mouse.

. Significantly reduce the presence of invasive exotic plant species inthe marsh

Iffunded, we \Irsecure all appropriate permits. We also would appreciate your support
for this worth while project.

jncerely,
T

Duke Foster
Project Coordinator

19221 RED HILL MINE ROAD = PINE GROVE, CA 95665
PHONE {208) 296-5667 = FAX (209) 296-5659




Pi’ﬁfiﬁnal Grant Séwices

Partners in Project Funding & Development

Solano County May 10,2000
Planning Department

580 Texas

Fairfield, CA 94533

Towhom it may concern:

The Suisun Marsh Natural History Association, National Grant Services and LSA
Associates, Inc. are proposing restoration to the Peytonia Slough. The following is an
over view of the proposal being sent to Calfed for potential funding.

Project Description and Ecological Objectives: Restoration, enhancementand long-

term management of a heterogeneous wetland ecosystem consisting of tidal perennial
aquatic habitat and saline emergent marshland at the north end of Peytonia Slough
adjacent to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Peytonia Slough
Ecological Reserve. Primary ecological objectives are:

. Re-establish the historic mix of wetland habitat types in the slough by removing

fill deposited from federal ship channel dredging in the 1940s; restore more
natural tidal influence and seasonal hydrologicalconditions.

o Provide expanded aquatic habitat for key fish species including Delta smelt,
Splittail and Longfin smelt.

. Provide expanded habitat for a range of marsh species including migratory birds,
and salt marsh harvest mouse.

. Significantly reduce the presence of invasive exotic plant species in the marsh.

I f funded, we will secure all appropriate permits. We also would appreciateyour support
for this worth while project.

Sipeerely,
| e _
A A
ﬁu'fi R

Duke Foster
Project Coordinator

19221 RED HILL MINE ROAD » PINE GROVE., CA 95665
PHONE [209) 206-56587 « FAX (209) 296-5655




STATE OF CALIRORRRS
NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT
STDL 4 AEV. 6 FMC

National Grant Services

ZOMPARY NAME PINE GROVE. CA 95665

—

— — ——

—

T —

Thecompany named above (hereinafterreferred to as "prospectivecontractor”) hereby certifies, unless
specificallyexempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990(a-f) and CaliforniaCode of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development,implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program.Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate,harass or allav harassment against any employee or applicantfor
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (including

HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, maritalstatus, denial of family and medical caze leave
and denial of pregnancy disabiity leave.

CERTIFICATION

r———

——— e ———

I, the official named below, hereby swear that | am duty authorized to legally hind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. | amfully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the countybelow Bmade under penalty ofperjury under the laws d the State & California.

—— rr—

DFFICIAL T MAME
Duka Foster

— e — e e

DATE EXECLED

EnEfa i uh B THE COUNTY 08

May 10, 2000

Amador
mﬁm E; E— -
gm - - - o — T T T

PROSPECTIVE WF&R‘&LEGALWSINESSHM =
National Grant _§_§:rvices
= —— T e L = T

e




JANDU & NATIONAL GRANTS 2092965659 P.02

nl:ltwmm
HGHEIISE:HIHII"MﬂﬂH COMPLIANCE ST ATEHEHT
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The company named sbove (hereinaficr referred to as "prospective contractor™) heeéby certific: unless
spmﬁcallyemupmicmmphmmthﬂmcmmdﬁﬂmlmﬂu{&ﬂmmﬁmm ‘ode of
Regulations, Tite 2, Dmmnnd-,ﬂhapb;ISmmummlmngmmpmmgmqmmmm nd the
dwelcpm&nLﬂnp]emenmuunandMnm of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospectivece tractor
mmmuﬂﬁﬂyimhummﬂw%mtmﬂmymﬂw&mam] ant for
mpuymmuhmme:nfsex,ma.mlur ancestry, religious creed, nanmalmgm.msahht} (ix. ludm,g
HIV and AIDS), m&dmﬁlmudmwf_mncaﬂ. ag&,mmm&:ﬁaluffauﬂyandm:al ca *leava
and denial of pregnancy disability leave, - -

: CERTIFICATION

f' the official named below, hereby swear that | am duly authorized 10 legally bind the pre: ective
conrmctor to the above described cemﬁcatton. | am fully aware that this certification, exec.ats: onthe
date and in the county below, ismade wzder penal:y ofperjury under the laws of the State of Zel. ormia.

jy‘cmz, M ET&L (SR AN WO LM

ERECLITED i THE GOUNTY OF

Méy_-uf_._




. State of California DEPARTMENTOFWATERRESOURCES The Resources Agency

Agreamagnt No.
Exhibit
STANDARD CLAUSES -
SERVICE & CONSULTANT SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR $5,000 & OVER WITH NONPUBLIC ENTITIES

Workers' Compensation Clawse. Conlricior aftinms fisat il is sware of the provisions of Seatice 3700 of the Calitarna Laber Coda wihsch raquine every
wyrploner 1o be inswered agninst Rabilite tor wrkers’ compenacion o i andemabe soll-mearass a aesardaneg wath the provisions of that Cade, and Confagiarn
alfiem that it will comply with such pravisions before comneséiing the perfarmance of the work under this contraat.

Marionel Labes Relanions Board Claee, It iccordsnee walk Publis Conimrl Codo Seotian. K2, Conlracior doclares under peaaiey of PEFARY LAl T s
than i finad, wnappeadsble finding af contempa of eewrt by 2 Baderal coust las boan issued against the Contractar withio ke immeedintely precsding twi-var
peraod bcwase of Coniraeter's Dikune io comnpiy wilh an order of a federal court ahich arders Contrsolor to conply with an ander of the sational Laber Relalions
(Lot

Nilscrimination Clause. Duaring e perturmanua of this conirsc, the reeipieint Ceomirseior and ils sisboaimiractors shall nat dony ihe contraars henefits s
any person on the hasis of religion, color, cthiie group iealifleatson, sex. sge, pinvacal or mental disability, noe shall they discrimingte unbos el szatesn o
ermpkmves of apphicant for cmpéoymenl baause of rwe. relizion, color, nationa] origin, ancestry, physical handicap, meninl dsability. medseal condition, marital
sl age (over 200, or sex. Contmctor sball msune thal the evalvaion aud treatnsent of ensplovees avd appleans for smgloyment zne free of fuch discrinication
Ciwatrscror dhalll coemply with the provsicss ol She Far Emplayiment and Housing Act {Government Code Seetion ] 2900 g1 seq.) the fagulativns pronylgaed
thanenrsder (Caliomia Administraimy Code, Tilke 2 Socthns "2H5 0 o seg ), il proviiens of Amele 9.3, Chaprer | Pas | Diviskm 3. Totle 2 of the Gowermenein
Lande Croverumentt Cuade Soctivns 13133 - THEA 50, aml hw reguibativers of stasdards adoplod by he awanding Sate ageney franphanent siech anade, Conmeear
o reapnl shall pernt oo By eprescimanives ol il Depannics of Far Smpleament and Flousnng mad ihe swardiig Siole apeney upon nasenabic salice
st Urves darigg thi namiu] busmoss Bowrs. bud na o cass kess tham 22 bours” notee, w such of il beoks, reeoeds, sadomings. obeef doamsss ol iulisrmnan and
il Lacilitnes as gasd Departoieml or Agrey shiall noquire 1o ascerlmn somnplisnee with the clause. Regipsan, Comrmetor smd sie subcontfzsion dhall give written
rizee of i obfpations under ths clauss o labur orzzniz mons with wiich they have & ealleetive horgaming of ollws agrameent. The Costracsor shadl Eclle
thy isndsenmination snd compliance provisbeos of this ginuss in 31l subcentmuts o pefiomm wock ander the ceatragl.

Suemynt of Compliance. The Comractar's signature atfied hereon soul dated shall ceestiiwe & cenibeabun uraer peialty of peguey usder e Lo ol il
A o Califomia that fhe Conbrackor hias, wnless sempred, complng with s nuodissiminstion program roguirensmis of Government Code Soctien 1234
sl Tite 2, Caligernin Code ol Regulonoma, Section 113

Perfarmapce Evalustion. For corsuffing arviee agreements. Comrachrs peolonnance muder this comtrae? oll be evaluied aflee complesion, 2 oegasive
el welll = e woathy e Deparigent af Ceneral Serviocs

Availahiliny of Fumde, 'Wark s by parfinned usnder s contfadt i swhrect b oy ailabilitg of fands hraugh the Sty normal bedyer prosss,

Awihit Clamse, Fof coutrmetd i exoves o 5 10aH), the coniracting partics siwdl be subfect fo the examination 2od aodic o the Sme Aodiser e a petned o8 thro
vezrs aller fnal payment under the contruct. |Uovernmens Cods Seemon §3440.7)

Fayment Retention Claase. Ten porcert of ans progress prynents thor may ke provided far wender i conizagt shali e withlseld per Public Coatrngl Cods
Hoctions 10346 and 10379 pending satisfaciony comphetion of il services under ik coiirmet

Reimbursement Claose. 1§ apphicable, travel and per Jien expeinies o be reimbirsed ander this contract shall be at the sanse rales the State provides for
unrepresnicd emplovess in accardance with the peovisions of Tiths 2, Chapter 2, of the Californe Code of Repulstions. Conzractocs desipated haadquanes
fiar thi: purpess of computing such oxpenses shatl he: )

LEA Associztes, bee, 157 Fark Place, Poisd Rishmond, CA 24801

"Disabled ¥eteran Business Enterprise Participation Regubensent Awdin Clause,  Contraxtar o seiwder, agrees that the avarding
departmens of s delegutes will have the right to review. obtain. and cope 211 records pertaiming ba perfonmmane: of the conract, Cenbmenss or vendor spress 1
piovids e swardmy depaninyenl of ils deegator acocss to s premases, upen essenshle notice, during nesvnal Busmess hours o be puapess of lecsieswing
wmplosess and inspecling and copying such hooks, repords, sosounts, and other material it ey be rebovant fe o satier nisder investizalion Ger the purposs of
Jetermining comspliares with Publie Conirset Code Soction 10115 el s0q. Coantractor ar vendor fisther zprocs o aaintain sueh eecends fora period af thres (31
vears aflee finad payrneml vnidee the confract. Title 2 CCW Sectian 1596, 75

Friarity Hiring Comiderations. Forconlsasts m excess of 3200000, the Caontracmar shall give pronty comsideruton m SlEng vocaneies in positions funded
by the cuntract to qualified recipienia of aid ender Welfars and Instiutions Code Section | PHEL (Public Contret Code Seeton 10353)

DWR 4099 (Rev. 9/95) SIDE A



Drug-Free Workplace Certification. By signing this contract. the Contractor or grantee hereby certifies under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State
af Califorméa, that the Contractor or grsdes will comply wiih the requeremenis af the Drupg-Fres Warkplage Actall 15500 (Govermment Code Section B350 ¢f sen.)
and will provide a drug-free workplace by taking the following actions:

1. Publish a statement natifising ermpionaes that unlawful manufacture. distribution. dispensation, possession. or use of a controlled substance is prohibited and
specifying actions to be taken against employees for violations.

2. Establisha Drug-Free Awareness Program to inform employees shout all ofthe following:

(a) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,

(b) The person"sor organization's policy ofmaintaining a crug-£frea workplace.

(c) Any available counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs, and
(d) Penalties that may be imposed upon employces for drug abuse violations.

3. Ewery employee Who works on the proposed contract or grant:

(a) Willreceive a copy ofthe company's drug-tree policy statement. and
(b) W agree to abide by terms of the company's statement as a condition of employment on the contract or grant

This contractor grant may be subjeet to suspension of payments or termination, or both, and tke Contractor or grantee may be subject to debarment jf the
department determines that: (1) the Contnctor or grantee has made a false certification, or (2) the Contractor or grantee violates the certification by failing ras
carry out the requirements noted above.

Antitrust Claims. In submitting a bid t0 3 public purchasing body, the bidder offers and agrees that if the bid Baceepted, it wM assign to the purchasingbody
all vinhes, title. and interest in and to all causes of action it mav have under Section 4 of the Clavton Act (15 U.S.C. Sec. 13) or under rhe Carhwright Act (Chapter
2 (commencing with Section 16700)Fast 2 of Division 7 ofthe Business and Professions Code), arising from purchascs of goods, materials. or services by the
biddcr for == to the purchasing body pursuant to the bid. Such assignment shall b2 made and become effestiveg at the time 1he purchasing bad) tenders final
payment to the bidder. See Government Code Section 4352,

{'an awarding body or public purchasing tody received, cither through judgment or seftlement, a msansasy recovery for z cause of action assigned under this
chapter. the assignor shall be entitled to receive reimbursement for actual legal costs incurred snd may, upon demand, recover from tha public bady amy portion
of the recovery, including treble damages, attributable to overcharges that were paid by the assignor but were notpaid by the public body as part of the bid price.
less the expenses incurred in obtaining that ponion of the recovery See Government Code Section 4553.

Lpon demend inwiiling by The assignor, the assignee shall; within one wess from such demand, reassign the cause of action assigned under this part if the assignor
hus been or may have bewn injured by the violation of law for swhich the cawss of action arose and (a) the assignee has not been injured thereby. or (b) the assignee
declines to file & court actiza tor the cause of action. See Government Code Section 43534,

Americans With Disabilities Act. By signing this contract, Contractor assures the state that it compfies with the Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) of

1990.(42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability, as well asall applicable regulations and guidelines issued pursuant to
the ADA

Corporate Qualifications To Do Business in California. Cimtractor st be currently qualified to do business in California as defined by the Revenue &

Taxation Code. Section 23101 unless exempted. Both domestic and foreign corporations (those incorporated outside of California) must be in good standing
in order to be qualified to do business in California.

Former State Emplovess: &) FOr the twaryeat period from the date he or she kit State employment. no former Stare otYicer or employee may enter into = contract
in which he or she engaged in any of the negotiations. transactions, planning, arrangements or any pan of the decision-making process relevant to the contract
while employed in any capacity by any State agency. b) For the twelve-month period from the date he or she left State employment. no former State officeror
employec may enter intoacontract with anw State agency if he of she vwas employed by that State agency in a policw-imaking position in the same genera} subject
ared as the proposed contract within the twelve-month period prior to his or her leaving State service.

DWR 4099 (Rev. 9/95) SIDE B




Environmental Compliance Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Environmental Compliance Checklist. Applications must contain answers to the
following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to answer these questions and

include them wizh the application will reswlr in the application being considered nonresponsive and not
considered for funding

1. Do any of the actions included in the proposal require compliance with either the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), or both?

X
YES NO

J

If you answered yes to # 1, identify the lead governmental agency for CEQA/NEP A compliance.

City of Suisun
Lead Agency

3. Ifyou answered no to # I, explain why CEQA/NEPA compliance is not required for the actions in the proposal.

4, IfFCEQA/NEPA complianceis required, describe how the project will comply with either or both of these laws.
Describe where the project is in the compliance process and the expected date of completion.

Consistent with NEPA/CEQA guidelines for Habitat Restoration. We
will initiate the process if project IS approved.

5. Will the applicant require access across public or private property that the applicant does not own to accemplish the
activities in the proposal?

o X
YES NO

Ifyes, the applicant must attach written permission for access from the relevant properly owner(s). Failure to include
written permission for access may result in disqualification of the proposal during the review process. Research and
monitoring field projects for which specific field locations have not been identified will be required to provide access
needs and permission for access with 30 days of notification of approval.




ﬁn

Please indicate what perumits or uther approvuls may be required for the activities contained in

boxes that apply.

LOCAL
Conditional use permit
Variance
Subdivision Map Act agpraval
Grading permit
General plan amendment
Specific plan approval
Rezone
Williamson Act Contract
cancellation
Other
(please specify)
None required

STATE
CESA Compliance
Streambed alteration permit
CWA § 401 certification
Coastal development permit
Reclamation Board approval
Notitication
Other

(please specify)
None required

FEDERAL
ESA Consultation
Rivers & Harbors Act permit
CWA & 404 permit
Other
(please specify)
None required

XK

(CLFG)

(CDFG)

(RWOQCE)

(Coastal Commission/RCDC)

[, BODC)

(USFWS)
(ACOE)
(ACOE)

vour propasal, Cheek all

DPC = Delta Protection Commission

CWA = Clean Water Act

CESA = California Endangered Specics Act
USFWS =11.2. Fish and Wildlife Service
ACOE =U.S. Army Corps of Enfumneers

ESA = Endangered Species Act

CDFG = California Department of Fish and Game
RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
BCDC= Bay Conservation and Development Comm.




Land Use Checklist

Al applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications musl contain answers 1o the
following questions to be re.spnns.m: and to be considered tm f.:r.dmg mn!.u g to angwer these guestions and
include them with th il result in the appll : . I nonresponsive and not
congiderad for funding.

1. Do the actions in the proposal involve physical changes to tas land(i.e. grading, planting vegetation, or breeching levees)
or restrictions in land use (i.e. conservation easement or placement of land in a wildlife refuge)?

XX -
YES NO

2. IfNO to# 1, explain what type of actions are involved in the proposal (i.e., research only. planning only).

3. IfYES to# 1, what is the proposed land use change or restriction under the proposal?
Removal of £ill material to revitalize marsh and tidal zones.

4. If YEStogl,isthe land currently under a Williamson Act contract?

XX
YES NO
5. IfYESto# 1, answer the following:
Current land use public preserve
Current zoning unknown
Current general plan designation unknown

6. IfYESto#1,istheland classified as Prime Farmland, Farmiand of Statewide Importance or Unique Farmland ou the
Department of Conservation Important Farmland Maps?

e _
YES NO DON'T KNOW

7. I YES to# 1, how many acres of land will be subject to physical change or land use restrictions under the proposal?
11.4

8. If YESto# 1,is the property currently being commercially farmed or grazed?

L XX
YES NO
9. If YESto #8, what are the number of emiployees/acre _

the total number of employees




——

ASSURANCES - CLNSTRUCTION PROGRANS

S

it Agipigval No. 0348-0042

Public reparting burden for this colizctian of inforration is estimzed t0 average 15 minutes per jasponas, indedag tima for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and mainténing the data needed,and completing and reviewingthe coflection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any ather aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducingthis burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project{0348-0042), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED. BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

= - a8 e, - -

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have questions, please contact the
Awarding Agency. Further. certain Federal assistance awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional

Previous Edition Usable

assurances. If such is the case, you will be notilied.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance.
and the institutional. managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share
of project costs) to ensure proper planning,
management and completion of the project described in
this application.

Will give the awarding agency, lhe Comptroller General
of the United States and, ifappropriate, the State,
through any authorized representative, access to and
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or
documents related to the assistance; and will establish
a proper accounting system in accordance with
generally accepted accounting standards or agency
directives.

Will not dispose of, modify the use of, or change the
terms of the real property title, or other interest in the
site and facilities without permission and instructions
from the awarding agency. Wl record the Federal
interest in the title of real property in accordance with
awarding agency directives and will include a covenant
in the title of real property aquired in whole or in part
with Federal assistance funds to assure non-
discrimination during the useful life of the project.

Will comply with the requirements of the assistance
awarding agency with regardto the drafting, review and
approval of construction plans and specifications.

Will provide and maintain competent and adequate
engineering supervision at the construction site to
ensure that the complete work conforms with the
approved plans and specifications and will furnish
progress reports and such other inforrnation as may be
required by the assistance awarding agency or State.

Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable
time frame after receipt & approval of the awarding
agency.

Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or
presents the appearance of personal or organizational
conflict of interest, or personal gain.

8.

10.

Authorized for Local Reproduction

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | certify that the applicant:
1.

Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 554728-4763) relating to prascribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded
under one of the 19 statutes or regulations specified in
Appendix A of OPM'’s Standards for a Merit System of
Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F).

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §§4801 et seq) which
prohibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

Will comply ‘with all Federal statutes relating to non-
discrimination. These include but are not limited to: (a)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race,
color or national origin; (b) Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. §§1681
1683, and 1685-1688), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C.
§794), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of
handicaps; (d) the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as
amended (32 U.S.C. §58101-61071, which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse
Office and Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of
drug abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
alcoholism; (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. §§280 dd-3 and 290 ee
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and drug abuse patient records; {h) Title VIli of the
Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C§§3601 et seq.), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being
made; and, () the requirements of any other
nondiscrimination statute{s) which may apply to the
application.

Standard Form 424D (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribedby @i Circular A-702




11. will comply, or has already complied, with the
requirements of Titles I and I df the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of
1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for fair and equitable
treatment of persons displaced or whose property is
acquired as a result of Federal and federally-assisted
programs. These requirements apply to all interests in real
property acquired for project purposes regardless of
Federal participation in purchases.

12, Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C.
551501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit the political
activities of employees whose principal employment
activities are funded inwhole or in part with Federal funds.

13 will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-
Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §#278& to 276a-7), the Copeland Act
(40 U.S.C. §276¢c and 18 U.S.C. §874), and the Contract
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. §§327-
333) regarding labor standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements.

14 Will comply with flood insurance purchase requirements of
Section 102{a) of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(P.L. 93-234) which requires recipients in a special flood
hazard area to participate in the program and to purchase
flood insurance if the total cost of insurable construction
and acquisition is $10,000 or more.

15  Will comply with environmental standards which may be
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the

6.

17.

18.

19.

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-
190) and Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification
of violating facilities pursuant to EO 11738; (c)
protection of wetlands pursuant to EO 11990; (d)
evaluation of flood hazards in floodplains in accordance
with EO 11988; (e) assurance of project consistency
with the approved State management program
developed under the Coastal Zone Management Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. §§1451 et seq.); () conformity of
Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation
Plans under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of
1955, as amended (42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.); (g)
protection of underground sources of drinking water
under the Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as
amended (P.L. 93-523); and, (h) protection of
endangered species under the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended (P.L. 93-205).

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.S.C. §§1271 et seq.) related to protecting

components or potential components of the national
wild and scenic rivers system.

Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. §470), EO 11593
(identification and protection of historic properties), and
the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 (16 U.S.C. §§469a-1 et seq.).

Will cause to be performed the required financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No. A-133,

"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations."

Will comply with all applicable requirements o all other
Federal laws, executive orders, regulations, and policies
governing this program.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

Al

'|.|, 5 ¥

TITLE

Project Coordinator

APPLICANT ORGANIZATION

\Suisun Marsh Natural History Assoc./NGS

DATE SUBMITTED

May 30, 2000

SF-4240(Rev. 7-97) Back




INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424C

e |

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 180 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0041), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
|SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This sheet is to be used for the following types of applications: (1) "New" (means a new [previously unfunded] assistance award); (2)
"Continuation" (means funding in a succeeding budget period which stemmed from a prior agreement to fund); and (3) "Revised (means
any changes in the Federal Government's financial obligations or contingent liability from an existing obligation). if there is N0 change in
the award amount, there is no needto complete this form. Certain Federal agencies may reguire only an explanatory letter to effect minor
{no cost) changes. If you have questions, please contact the Federal agency.

Column a. - If this is an application for a "New" project, enter
the total estimated cost of each of the items listed on lines 1
through 16 (as applicable) under "COST CLASSIFICATION."

If this application entails a change to an existing award, enter
the eligible amounts approved under #e previous award for
the items under "COST CLASSIFICATION."

Column . - If this is an application for a "New" project, enter
that portion o the cost ot each item in Column a. which is not
allowable for Federal assistance. Contact the Federal agency
for assistance in determining the allowability of specific costs.

If this application entails a change to an existing award, enter
the adjustment [+ or i-]] to the previously approved costs
(from column a.) reflected in this application.

Column. - This is the net of lines 'l through 16 in columns "a."
and “b."

Line 1 . Enter estimated amounts needed to cover
administrative expenses. Do not include costs which are
related to the normal functions of government. Allowable
legal costs are generally only those associated with the
purchases of land which is allowable for Federal participation
and certain services in support of construction of the project.

Line 2 - Enter estimated site and right(s)-of-way acquisition
costs (this includes purchase, lease, and/or easements).

Line 3 - Enter estimated costs related to relocation advisory
assistance, replacement housing, relocation payments to
displaced persons and businesses, etc.

Line 4 - Enter estimated basic engineering fees related to
construction (this includes start-up services and preparation of
project performance work plan).

Line 5 - Enter estimated engineering costs, such as surveys, tests,
soil borings, etc.

Line 6 - Enter estimated engineering inspection costs.

Line 7 - Enter estimated costs of site preparation and restoration
which are not included in the basic construction contract.

Line 9 - Enter estimated cost of the construction contract.

Line 10 - Enter estimated cost of office, shop, laboratory, safety
equipment, etc. to be used at the facility, if such casts are not
included in the construction contract.

Line 11 - Enter estimated miscellaneous costs.

Line 12 - Total of items 1 through 11.

Line 13 - Enter estimated contingency costs. (Consult the Federal

agency for the percentage of the estimated construction cost to
use.)

Line 14 -Enter the total of lines 12 and 13.

Line 15- Enter estimated program income to be earned during the
grant period, e.g., salvaged materials, etc.

Line 16 - Subtract line 15 from line 14.

Line 17 - This block is for the computation of the Federal share.
Multiply the total allowable project costs from line 16, column "c."
by the Federal percentage share (this may be up to 100 percent;
consult Federal agency for Federal percentage share) and enter
the product on line 17,

SF-424C (Rev. 7-97) Back




OMB Approval Naaem
BUDGET INFORMATION= Construction Programs |

NOTE: CertainFederal assistance programs require additional comptiations to arrive at the Federalshare of project costs efigible for participation. If such is the case, you will be ioliliad.

COST CLASSIFICATION a. Total Cost b. Costs Not Allowable c. Total Allowable Costs 1
) for Participation (Columns a-b)
1. Administrative and legal expenses % 260, 848 0o s 0 a0 |§ 260, 848 .00
2. Land, structures, rights-of-way, appraisals. etc. $ N 0 .00 [$ 5 00 |3$ 0 .00
3.  Relocation expenses and payments $ e 00 |$ N .00 |3 N .00
4. Architectural and engineering fees $ 0 .00 [$ 0 .00 |%$ 0 _K
5. Other architectural and engineering fees $ 0 00 |$ 0 00 |$ 0 00
6.  Project inspection fees % 56,674 .00 |$ 0 0 |% 56,674 .00
7.  Site work i 662 721 .00 (3 0 a0 (s 662,721 .00
8.  Demolition and removal $ 0 .00 |[$ 0 00 |$ 0 .00
9. Construction $ 0] 00 |3 0] 00 |$ 0 .007
10.  Equipment $ 0 00 |$ 0 .00 (3 0 .00
11.  Miscellaneous (Endowment) § 15,000 oo |8 0 00 |$ 15,000 00
12.  SUBTOTAL (sum of fines 1-11) § 995,243 .00 |$ 0 oo (% 995,243 00
13. Contingencies S 0 .00 |[$ 0 .00 $ 0] .00
14. SUBTOTAL g 995 .243 0 $ 0 0o |5 995,243 00
15.  Project {program) incéme (3 opng term return)® 741,000 00 |$ 0 00 (% 741,000 .00
16. TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (subtract #15 from #14) 5 254,243 00 |$ 0 00 |5 254,243 00 |
FEDERAL FUNDING

17. Federal assistance reqguested, calculate as follows:

ot sy o siesltenioe ) o ignecssronnetee woanyx 190 %l 9o 245
Previous Edition Usable Authorized for Local Reproduction Standard Form 424C (Rev. 7.97)

Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102




INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated- to average 45 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewingthe collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions far
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project {0348-0043), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This is a standard form used by applicants as a required facesheetfor preapplications and applications submitted for Federalassistance. It
will be used by Federal agenciesto obtain applicant certificationthat States which have established a review and comment procedure in

response to Executive Order 12372 and have selectedthe program to be included in their process, have beengiven an opportunity to review
the applicant's submission.

ltem:;

1.

10.

11.

Entry:
Self-explanatory. 12.

Date application submitted to Federal agency (or State if

applicable) and applicant's control number (if applicable). 13.

State use only (if applicable). 14.

ifthis applicationis to continue or revise an existing award,

enter present Federal identifiernumber. Iffor a new project, 15.

leave blank.

Legal name of applicant, name of primary organizational unit
which will undertake the assistance activity, complete address of
the applicant, and name and telephone number of the person to
contact on matters related to this application.

Enter Employer Identification Number (EIN) as assigned by the
Internal Revenue Service.

Enter the appropriate letter in the space provided. 16.

Check appropriate box and enter appropriate ietter(s) in the
space(s) provided:

-~ "New" means a new assistance award. 17.

-- "Continuation" means an extension for an additional
fundingibudget period for a project with a projected
completiondate.

18.

-- "Revision" means any change in the Federal
Government's financial obligation or contingent
liability from an existing obligation.

Name of Federal agency from which assistance is being
requestedwith this application.

Use the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance number and
title of the program under which assistance is requested.

Enter a brief descriptive title of the project. Ifmore than one
programis involved, you should append an explanationon a
separate sheet. If appropriate (e.g., constructionor real
property projects), attach a map showing project location. For
preapplications, use a separate sheet to provide a summary
description of this project.

Item:

Entry:
List only the largest political entities affected (e.g., State,
counties, cities).

Self-explanatory.

List the appiicant's Congressional Districtand any
District(s) affected by the program or project.

Amount requested or to be contributed during the first
fundingibudget period by each contributor. Value of in-
kind contributions should be included on appropriate
lines as applicable. if the action will resultina dollar
change to an existing award, indicate on/y the amount
of the change. For decreases, enclose the amountsin
parentheses. If both basic and supplementalamounts
are included. show breakdown on an attached sheet.
For multiple program funding, use totals and show
breakdown using same categories as item 15.

Applicants should contact the State Single Point of
Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 12372 to
determine whether the application is subjectto the
State intergovernmental review process.

This question applies to the applicant organization, not
the person who signs as the authorized representative.
Categories of debt include delinquent audit
disallowances, loans and taxes.

To be signed by the authorized representative of the
applicant. A copy of the governing body's
authorization for you to sign this applicationas official
representative must be on file in the applicant's office.
(Certain Federal agencies may require that this
authorization be submitted as part of the application.)

SF-424 (Rev. 7-97) Back



APPLICATION FOR OmMB Appro_val No. 0348-0043

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. DATE SUBMITTED Applicant Identifier
May 2G, 2000
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION [ s, DATE RECEIVED BY STATE State Application Identifier
Ci2ion Preapplication
Construction |:| Construction 4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERALAGENCY | Federal Identifier
!J: Non-Construction D Non-Construction l.
5. APPLICANT INFORMATION
Lagal Name: Oranizational Jnit:
Supsun Marsh Natpral Hist. Assoc./NGS NOn-profikdnrasse _
Address (give city, cowny, State, and zijp code): Name and telephcis2 number of personto be contacted on mattersinvalving
19221 Red Hill Mine Road this application (g/ve area code)
Pine Grove, CA 95665 Duke Foster, 209-296-5657
6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATIONNUMBER (E/N): 7.TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropriate letter in Hax) —
:_._ | i
618 — Z A. State H. Independent School Dist. S
8. TYPE OF APPLICATION: B. County |. State Controlled Institutionof Higher Learning
New I:I Continuation I:l Revision C. Municipal J. Prlv.ate U.nlverSIty
D. Township K. Indian Tribe
IfRevision. enter appropriate letter(s) in box(es) D l__:l E. Interstate L. Individual
- F. Intermunicipal M. Profit Organizafion
A IncreaseAward B. Decrease Award C. IncreaseDuration G. Special District ~ N. Other (Specify)

D. Decrease Duration Qther(specify):

9. NAME OF FEDERALAGENCY
CVPIA - USF&WL

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTICASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11. DESCRIPTIVETITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
POz 0204
TITLE

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY £ROJECT (Cities, Counties, States, etc. )

Peytonia Slough Restoration

Suisun, Solano CA
13. PROPOSEDPROJECT |14 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTSOF

Start Date E?d-ing Date la AEEI-i;:ant - b. Project R o - o )
4,01 10/02 | 7 7
15, ESTIMATED FUNDING 16.1S APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. Federal L] - ‘_'1 _|
| 995, 243 a. YES. THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant g ' = AVAILABLE TO THE STATE EXECUTIVEORDER 12372
0 PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:
c. State -1 “
0 CaTE
o Local ] 5 & —
Q b.No. [0 PROGRAMIS NOT COVEREDBY E Q. 12372
&, Dihar E L # OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
_ o - - FOR REVIEW
f. Prageam Incoems £ =
long term retur 741 . 000 17.15 THE APPLICANT DELINGUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEET?
=
8- TOTAL 4 254,243 []¥es M“¥es," aitach an explanation, Mo

18, TO THE BEST OF MY ENOWLEINSE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APFLICATIONFREAFFLICATION ARE TRUE AND GORRECT, THE
DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE
ATTACHED ASSURANCES [F THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED.

a. Typa Name af Authonzed Pepresensative b. THie . Telmphana Mumioer
buke Foster Project Coordinator | 209-Z96-56357

d. Signamne af Althor esertal ] o, Date Sigred
L ;:'? -"}Dg?f May 30, 2000

Previcus Edition Usatfa Standard Foom 424 Aoy, 7-97)
Authorizedfor Local Reproduction Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102







STATE OF CALIFORNIA THE RESOURCES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

BIDDER'S BOND

- PR —

WEAREANONPROFIT ORGANIZATION. I

UPPONAWARD OF FUNDS WE WILL SOLICITBIDS ,-

FOR CONTRACT WORK. !

]

fl NON-COLLUSION AFFIDA¥IT, BIDDERS BOND AND PROOF OF l

CONTRACTORSLICENSE WwiLL BE SECUREDAND COMPLETED
AT THAT TIME. THANK YOU

- ST |

THE CONDITION OF THIS UBLUIGATION LS S,
That whereas the Principal has submitted the above-mentioned bid ta the State of California, asaforesaid, for certain
construction specifically described as follows, for which bids are to be opened at

S , California, on
ilnsert name of eity where bids will be opened) (Insert date of bid opering)

for

= — —_— m— —_—

Copy here the mxsst aescription_o'f_ work. including ltocation, as It appe;g on the proposal)

NOW, THEREFORE, If the aforesaid Principal is awarded the contract and, within the time and manner required
under the specifications, after the prescribed forms are presented ta him for signature, enters into a written contract, in
the prescribed form, in accordance with the bid, and files two bonds with the Department, one to guarantee faithful
performance and the ather to guarantee payment for labor materials, as required by law, then this obligation shall be
rutll and void; otherwise, it shall be and remain in full force and virtue.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, We have hereunto set our hands and seals o n this

day of ) Jdg

—— ——

[Seal]

[Seal]

[Seal}

= —_— —_—

Principal
(Seal]

[Seal]

{Seal)

Surety

L T —

NOTE: Signatures of those executing for the surety must ::= properly acknowledged

DWR 4021 (Rev. 3/94)






State of California

The Resources Agency Agreement No
Department of Water Resources '

Exhibit

NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT TO RE EXECUTED BY
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BID FOR PUBLIC WORKS

WE ARE A NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATION.
UPPON AWARD OF FUNDS WE WILL SOLICIT BIDS
FOR CONTRACT WORK.

NON-COLLUSIONAFFIDAF¥TT: BIDDERS BOND AND PROOF OF

CONTRACTORSLICENSE WILL BE SECURED AND COMPLETED
AT THATTIME. THANK YOU

the party making the foregoing bid that the bid isnot made in the interest of, or on
behalf of, any undisclosed person, partnership, company, association, organization,
or corporation: that the bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the bidder
has not directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other bidder to put in a false
sham bid, and has not directlyor indirectly colluded, conspired, connived, or agreed
with any bidder cr auyone else to put in asham bid, orthatanyoneshall refrain from
bidding; that the bidder has not in any manner, directly or indirectly, sought by
agreement, communication, or conference with anyone to fix the bid price of the
bidder or any other bidder, or to fix any overhead, profit, or cost element of the bid
price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against the public
body awarding the contract of anyone interested in the proposed contract; that all
statements contained in the bid are true: and, further, that the bidder has not,
directly or indirectly, submitted hisor her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the
contents thereof, or divulged information or data relative thereto, or paid, and will
not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company, association, organization,
bri]d debpgsitory, or to any member or agent thereof to effectuate a collusive or
sham bid.

DATED: By—

(person signing for bidder)

Subscribed and sworn to before me on

(Notary Public)
(Notarial Seal)

DWR 4206 (New 4/90)




10, Wil the apjalicant acyuire sy inlerest o and weder the Jrrispssal | fee Uthe o a1 etriser valion casemeni )y

XX
YES NO

1. What entity/organization will hold the jnteresd? Suisun Marsh Natural H istory Association
( SMNHA )

12. If YESto # 10, answer thc following:

Total number of acres to be acquired under proposal
Number of acres to be acquired in fee
Number of acres to be subject to conservation easement

13.  For all proposals involving physical ehanges to the land or restriction in kand use, deseribe what entity or organization

will:
manage the property — SMNHA -
provide operations and maintenance services SMNHA
conduct monitoring SMNHA

14, For Lind acquisitions (fee title or easements), will existing water rights alse be acquired?

YES NO

15. Does thi applicant propose any modifications to the water right or change in the delivery of the water?

_XX
YES NO

16. ITYES tw# 15, deseribe___Implement _tidal prism and hydraulic head for
tidal inflow to revitalize marsh and slough conditions




.and Use Checklist

L1l applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications miusl contain answers to the

ollowing questions to be responswe and to be con5|dered for fundmg Ezulute_to_uas_a:ubﬁie_mwnd

nelude them with th
onsidered fpr funding,

Do the actions in the proposal involve physical changes to iae fand(i.e. grading, planting vegetation, or breeching levees)
or restrictions in land use (i.e. conservation easement oy placement of land in a wildlife refnge)?

XX N
YES NO

If Wi to # 1, explain what type of aclions are involved in the proposal (i.e., research only, planning only).

If YES to# 1, what is the proposed land use ckange or restriction under the proposal?
Removal of f£ii1l1 material to revitalize marsh and tidal zones.

[ YES to# 1,isthe land currently under a Williamson Act contract?

_ XX

YES NO

ITYES to # 1, answer the following:

Current land use public preserve
Current zoning unknown
Current general plan designation unknown

If YES to #1, is the land classified as Prime Farmland, Farmiand of Statewide Importance or Unique Farmland on the
Department of Conservation Important Farmland Maps?

_ XX
YES NO DON'T ENOW

If YES to # 1, how many acres of land will he subject to physical change or land use restrictions under the proposal?
11.4

If YESto# 1,is the property currentty being commercially farmed or grazed?

- XX
YES NO
IfYES to #8, what are the number of employees/acre o

the total number of employees




